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AMENDMENTS TO THE DRAWINGS 

The attached "Replacement Sheets 0 include changes to FIGS. 1 , 3 r and 4 and 
replace the original sheets including FIGS. 1-4. 

Attachment; Replacement Sheets 
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REMARKS 

Claims 1-20 are now pending in the application. The Examiner Is respectfully 
requested to reconsider and withdraw the rejection in view of the amendments and 
remarks contained herein. 

Specification 

Applicants have amended Paragraphs [0027] and [0028] to include the serial 
numbers and filing dates of the cross-referenced patent applications. Therefore, no new 
matter is added. 

Drawings 

The drawings stand objected to for certain informalities. Applicants have attached 
revised drawings for the Examiner's approval In the "Replacement Sheets," Applicants 
amended FIGS. 1 , 3, and 4 to include descriptive legends for the identified boxes. - 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. S 102 

Claims 1 and 2 stand rejected under 35 U,S,C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Seward et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 6,107,972). This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Claim 1 recites "a first antenna," "a second antenna," and "a first RF multiplexer," 
"wherein said first antenna, said second antenna, and said first RF multiplexer are 
arranged on a panel ." Seward does not show, teach, or suggest such a structure. 
Seward is directed toward a multiband antenna system that uses rod antennas. 
(Column 1, lines 27-30; Figures 1 and 4). Seward discloses a first rod antenna 
structure that combines AM, FM, CB, and cellular radio functions. A second rod 
antenna has a structure identical to the first rod antenna. (Column 4, lines 56-60; 
Column 5, lines 23-24). The second rod antenna is "spaced apart" from the first rod 
antenna to increase gain and enhance the antenna pattern. (Column 3, lines 7-11). 
The rod antennas are remotely located from one another on a vehicle, such as on a 
mounting bracket on aside mirror. (Column 5, lines 29-32). 

Such a structure is not analogous to a first antenna, a second antenna, and a 
first RF multiplexer "arranged on a panel " as recited in Applicants 1 claim 1. In contrast, 
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Seward discloses first and second rod antennas remotely located from one another and 
from a multiplexer. Further, Applicants amend claim 1 to clarify that the first antenna 
and the second antenna are low profile antennas suitable for arrangement on a panel 
with an RF multiplexer. In contrast, Seward discloses rod antennas of a particular 
length. (Column 5, lines 32-33). Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit that Seward 
does not show, teach, or suggest first and second low profile antennas arranged on a 
panel with an RF multiplexer. As such, Applicants believe that claim 1 , as well as its 
corresponding dependent claims, should be in condition for allowance. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 3-10, 12-14, 16, and 17 stand rejected under 35 LLS.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Seward et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 6,107,972) in view of Francisco et al. 
(U.S. Pat. No. 6,256,495). Claims 11, 15, and 18 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Seward et al. in view of Bancroft et al. (U.S. Pat, No. 
6,661 ,380). These rejections are respectfully traversed. 

The Examiner relies on Francisco to suggest combining Seward with a second 
multiplexing circuit. The Examiner relies on Bancroft to suggest combining Seward with 
the ability to receive GPS signals. Seward, Francisco, and Seward, either singly or in 
combination, do not teach, show, or suggest first and second low-profile antennas 
arranged on a panel with an RF multiplexer. Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit 
that claims 3-18 should be allowable for the same reasons as discussed above with 
respect to claim 1 . 

Allowable Subject Matter 

The Examiner states that claims 19 and 20 are allowed. Applicants thank the 
Examiner for the allowable subject matter. 

Conclusion 

It is believed that all of the stated grounds of rejection have been properly 
traversed, accommodated, or rendered moot. Applicant therefore respectfully requests 
that the Examiner reconsider and withdraw all presently outstanding rejections. It is 
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believed that a full and complete response has been made to the outstanding Office 
Action, and as such, the present application is in condition for allowance. Thus, prompt 
and favorable consideration of this amendment is respectfully requested. If the 
Examiner believes that personal communication will expedite prosecution of this 
application, the Examiner is Invited to telephone the undersigned at (313) 665-4969. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Laura C. Hargitt 
Reg. No. 43,989 
Telephone: 313-665-4710 

MDW/DMA 
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